REPLY TO NIEUWENTIJT : UNDATED.
method also for use in Physics, of which an example was given in the Nouvelles de la Republique dts Lettres] and both of these I include under the Law of Continuity; and adhering to this, I have shown that the rules of the renowned philosophers Descartes and Malebranche were sufficient in themselves to attack all problems on Motion.
I take for granted the following postulate:
In any supposed transition, ending in any terminus, it is permissible to institute a general reasoning, in which the final terminus may also "be included.
For example, if A and B are any two quantities, of which the former is the greater and the latter is the less, and while B remains the same, it is supposed that A is continually diminished, until A becomes equal to B ; then it will be permissible to include under a general reasoning the prior cases in which A was greater than B, and also the ultimate case in which the difference vanishes and A is equal to B. Similarly, if two bodies are in motion at the same time, and it is assumed that while the motion of B remains the same, the velocity of A is continually diminished until it vanishes altogether, or the speed of A becomes zero; it will be permissible to include this case with the case of the motion of B under one general reasoning. We do the same thing in geometry, when two
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straight lines are taken, produced in any manner, one VA being given in position or remaining in the same site, the other BP passing through a given point P, and varying in position while the point P remains fixed; at first indeed converging toward the line VA and meeting it in the point C; then, as the angle of inclination VGA is continually diminished, meeting VA in some more remote point (C), until at length from BP, through the position (B)P, it comes